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REMARKS 

Claims 1-19 are pending. Claims 1-3 are allowed. New claims 8-19 have been 
added, which depend from claim 4 or 9. Claims 1 and 2 have been amended to improve syntax; 
claim 8 has been amended to recite a curved flexible blade. Reconsideration and allowance of 
the subject application are respectfully requested in light of the foregoing amendments and the 
following remarks. 

Claim 8 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicants regard as the invention. Claim 8 has been amended to recite a curved flexible blade, 
which can result in a wider radius distance when the rotation member rotates in a gathering 
direction. In view of the above, the above rejection is believed to be overcome. 

Claims 4, 5, and 8 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over U.S. Patent No. 
5,415,390 to Guerrero. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Independent claim 4 recites a changeable piece "rotatable in a gathering and a 
feeding direction." 

When rejecting independent claim 4, the Office Action alleged that "the changeable 
piece (including 24) [in Guerrero] is capable of rotating in a gathering and a feeding direction, 
as claimed." Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Section 2131 of the Manual Of Patent Examining Procedure sets forth that, to 
anticipate a claim, the reference must teach every element of the claim. A claim is anticipated 
only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently 
described, in a single prior art reference. Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 814 
F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). 

In this case, the Office Action does not show where in Guerrero it discloses a 
changeable piece being rotatable in a feeding direction, as recited in independent claim 4. The 
roller in Guerrero is employed to receive and stack cut sheets in registry. Guerrero does not 
disclose a paper feeding operation or that the roller is rotatable in a feeding direction. The 
above allegation advanced in the Office Action is neither expressly nor inherently described in 
the cited portions of Guerrero. Therefore, Guerrero does not disclose independent claim 4, or 
its dependent claims 5 and 8. Accordingly, the subject rejection is believed to be overcome. 
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Claims 4-8 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) over Japanese Publication No. 
61-2641 ("JP '641"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Similar to the above remarks, the Office Action does not show that JP 6 641 
discloses a changeable piece rotatable in a feeding direction, as is recited in independent claim 
4. Therefore, the present invention as required in independent claim 4 and its dependent 
claims 5-8 patentably distinguishes over JP '641. Accordingly, the subject rejection is 
believed to be overcome. 

New claims 9-19 have been added, which depend from claim 4. Because claim 4 is 
believed to be allowable in view of submission, new claims 9-19 are allowable for at least the 
same reasons claim 4 is allowable. 



hereby respectfully request that the rejections of the pending claims be withdrawn. Each of the 
claims 1 to 19 in this application is believed to be in immediate condition for allowance and 
such action is earnestly solicited. 



Applicants have shown that claims 1 to 19 are patentable over the cited art and 



No fee is believed to be due for this Amendment. Should any fees be required, 
please charge such fees to Deposit Account No. 04-1073. 



Dated: March 1,2006 



Respectfully submitted. 
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